Memo, Walter Bedell Smith to Harry S. Truman accompanied by a
memorandum, February 19, 1951. President's Secretary's File,
Truman Papers.

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

WASHINGTOM 258, D. C.

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

19 February 1951

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Attached are comments on the interview
which Stalin recently gave to Prawvda. You may be

interested in our analysis of this interview,
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WALTER B. SMITH
Director

Attachments
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19 February 1951

HmioTANDLM FOR THE DIRECTOR OF CEMIRAL INTELLIGERICE

SNAJECT: Shalin's Prawds Interview

1. The lanmeage of Stalin's recent stateuent, although
moderate in comparison with Seviet propagenda, is strenger

than his previpus proncuncements on foreimn affairs, partioularly
in its demmnciation of Attlee and the ¥S. Althoush it contains
little in the way of thrests, it ecan hardly be considered as
coneiliatory. It providas no reliable cluoe to any change in

Soviet policy or to any prospective Boviet move.

II. The shatement may possibly have been designed in part to
eorvinee the people of the USSR that the Soviet Government has
hee.n, and will cantirme to be deveted to a pelicy of peate,

but that unless the peoples of the Western World curb their
warmongering goverrments, war "may becans inevitable." It
therefore adds the weight of Stalin's nams £n the recent trend
of Soviet proparands which has warned that the "forces of peaca”
mayr not succeed, as had been previcualy predicted, in preventing

the "warmongers" frem gtarting = third ¥Worid War.

ITI. e believe it more likely that the statement was dirccted
primarily at ‘rureign aidiences and represents part of a concerted
affort, through the "peace campalgn®, to aroussa the peonles of
the WATO countries against the rearmament programs of their
povernmants and to alisnate the nentral and the wavering powers
Fram the US. In its timing, this statement, on the cne herd,
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reflects a reaction to US rearmament, the acceleration of the
NATO program, Bisenhower's trip to Eureps, and the diseussicns
on German and Jepanege rearmsment; on the other, it provides
the key note for the "World Peace Council® which is sbout to
meet in East Berlin and which the USSR will presumably use a8
a medium for sn intensifipstion of the "peace campaign® against

Soponomically disastrous™ Western rearmament.

IV. We are unable to estimete the significance of the
alaborate attack on Attles. Stalin's statement may have been
designed {a) to enoceurage ‘Brivish pacifists and left wing ele=
ments to oppose the rearmament program; (b) to provoke a general
election that would for some time hamper British action in the
development of the HATO program; (&) to replace Attlee with
Cimrehill on the theory (1) that left wing Labor elements, if

in oppesition, would serve Soviet purposss more effectively;

(2} that a Clurchill government would be a better target for
ancusations of warmongering than s Laber Government, or (3) that
Churehill might ewercise a greater influence than Attlee over
the US Dovernment and mizht press his recent suggestion for
direct talks with Stalin, Wone of these hypotheses is whelly

convincings

T Stalin'# attack on the United Hations as an ®instrument
af war" under US control may be designed to prepare the way for
a soviet withdrawal from that organizaticn. The Warsaw Peace

Congress in Wovember 1350 established a "orld Peace Gouncil®



which Comminist propaganda has promoted as & "consclence"™ foxr
the UN to see that the latter fulfills properly its obliga-
tions. Although Stalin's statemsnt does not refer to the
Morld Feace Counelil" specifically, the possibllity that the
Council iz being readied as 2 Commnist alternztive to the UN
has long been recopnized. However, the UN would s+ill appear
to hawve value to the USSE as a propaganda platform and az a2
means of obgtructing Western action, and a Soviet break with

the TH does not appear lmminent.,

TI. We do not beliewve that Stelin's statement that final US

and British rejection of the Chinese Commnist proposals "ean

only end in a defeat of the interventionists" foreshadows

Soviet interventiom in the Koresn war., It was probably designed,
in part, as a gesture to encourage the Chinese Communists, and,

in part, ag a reiteration of the Soviet thesis of the inevitability
of gapitalist defeat becsuse the "pecples" (Americen and British
soldiers in Norea) will not fight for an "unjust cause™

{agpression) .

¥II. In general, we beliewe that Stalin's statement reflects
grave apprehensien concerning the rearmament of the US and
Western E:.lrop-e and represents a determined effort to mobilize
popular appositlon to rearmament. The statement provides no
olear indication of Sowiet intention to resort to military sction

‘bt emphasizes that fAlure of the "peace campaign®"may make war

inewitabls, " W
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g Assistant Diredtor
5 7 ‘\ Wational Estimates



